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H e a l t h T e a m / W o r k i n g G r o u p Meet ing
D R A F T S U M M A R Y

November 16,2000
8:30- 1:30

@ Swansea Rec Center
A T S D R U p d a t e
A. H e a l t h S t u d y Discussion ( P o s t p o n e d unti|pecemberjt ^ :

1.

2.

Dave Campagna will be out for t||||rieetingp^ in Decer
Team, 14 Working G r o u p ) . Plea||||||!̂ i any c o n m i e n t s l ^ p i ' w o u l d
like incorporated into the next prd|^^|p;ave, by COB December 6.
In December: Be prepared to d i s c ^ p ^ i l i l l l l l l i f e r n s / p r i o r i t i e s related to
the s t u d y d e s i gn

B. R e l a t i o n s h i p between p u b l i c hea
1. Pub l i c H e a l t h Asse s sr

a. Need for
b. S u g g e s t t f c i f n a t u r e
c. Identi;

2. H e a l t h Stui
consider!
a

^iiniii"" liiii
l | | tVBI70

sit
.e pu$f!

determine:
actions needed

e n t i t y : . ; ; p s p o n s i b l | i f b f implement ing the ac t ion(s)
I S ) t h a t j l f S D R ' s BjCasion o f H e a l t h S t u d i e s i s

d.

i f y a c u i i l N i e d heal th e f f e c t s within t h e VBI70
iunity

ine th e^ f iva l enc e and frequency of so i l-consumpt ion
esp. s o i l - p i c a )

etermine the quantity of soil consumed among any
p l a y i n g p i ca behavior.e a l t h I n t e r v e n t i o n P r o j e c t ( E H I P ) [another action

P H A ]
'bvider h ea l th educat ion needs assessment to determine what

in format i on prov ider s need
Provide educat ional o p p o r t u n i t y to heal th care providers to respond
to i d e n t i f i e d needs
P o s s i b i l i t y o f cl inical eva lua t i on
- A T S D R ' s Division o f H e a l t h Educa t i on a n d Promotion will
consult with all H e a l t h T e a m members b e f o r e making a f i n a l
deci s ion on s e l e c t i n g criteria for community p a r t i c i p a t i o n in the
clinical evaluat ion p o r t i o n o f th e H e a l t h Intervent ion P r o j e c t
P o s s i b i l i t y o f c l inical r e f erra l

£



c. P u b l i c H e a l t h Asse s sment ( P H A )
1. S t a t u s report

a. Expect to have initial release d r a f t for agency and working group
review available by January 2001

b. Pica Workshop report should be available by January 2001, as well
c. EPA was requested:

(1) to provide a list of the 3 3 p r o p e r t i j l l J h a t MH been
i d e n t i f i e d f o r emergenc^removajj

(2) to provide periodic
individual removal.

Review of heal th discussion in PI
Issue s raised during discussion:
a. Degree of uncertainty reli

evaluation, inc luding

2.
ious a spec t s of

0)

(2)

exposure assumpt
children exhibit
behavior,
behavior^
t h e i
CO

( 3 )

, in c lud ing how many
they exhibit the
me through the

f r o m consuming
rinking water compared to

i l i ty related to meeting all of the
•or the heal th e f f e c t s discussed to

p o p u l a t i o n
agreed upon by working group members

ing pro t o c o l , versus
of the 8 intensively sampled p r o p e r t i e s and a regression

sis
i d e n t i f i e d 100 proper t i e s using the hot spot method

rom the sampling protocol and re sampled the 30 discrete
locations. Each discrete sample was analyzed. The data are
expected to be available by January 2001
(a) H o t s p o t s are i d e n t i f i a b l e by this method down to

1/3 Oth of a yard (the square f o o t a g e will vary yard-
(b)



Risk Assessment Assumpt ion s
(1) Comparison of EPA and ATSDR Risk Asses sment

Parameters (to characterize acute exposures).
General parameters

Parameter EPA
RBA (relative b i oavai lab i l i ty) 0.45 ( p i g s tudy)
H o t S p o t Prediction* MTHC (maximum theq

hot spot concentratio
Phase f f l Projec t P I

* (hot spot d e f i n e d as 1/30 of a yard) calculated as
Coimw = (9) (BG) + (I) (hotspoti

10
or

where BG= 1 7 p p m

S p e c i f i c paramet er s /a s sumpt ion s
Parameter/as sumpt ion A T S D R
pica inges^Q rate

Jim.
' s c r e e n i n g 5 gm/day* (li terature review)

frequency time in 2 days (EPA
;ning guidance)

1 t ime/week
3 times/week*

acute to =̂ 0.05 0.005 (acute MRL)
0.05 ( L O A E L )

ure duration consistent with toxicity study
(2 weeks)

1 day to several months



(2) Comparison of EPA and ATSDR Risk Assessment
Paramet er s /Assumpt i on s for Chronic Arsenic Exposure

EPA A T S D R
Chi ld S o i l Inge s t i on 200 m g / d a y

iPA Guidance)•:•:•:•:•:•:•:•:• *

50 m g / d a y
200
40'

C h i l d Body Weight 1 5 k g
(EPA Guidance)

A d u l t 70kg 6 5 k g
d. I m p a c t o f D i f f e r e n t Assi,

Assessment (BRA) and ATSDR'
( 1 )(2)
( 3 )
(4)

Is it ok i
What
Whai

,s Baseline Risk
[ t h Assessment ( P H A )

f•oup live with?
1?resolved in l ight that they are

site, but also other sites across
SDR are p lanning to inc lude many of

Tin the ongoing Arsenic Working Group
5ns that are occurring between the agencies

rational l eve l;
however, there is no guarantee that the issues will be
resolved in time to be incorporated into the BRA or
t h e P H A f o r V B I T O

Residents
>h of health risk related to arsenic in yards

discuss de ta i l ed action p lan s with members of the heal th team and
working group to d e f i n e this and other recommendations.

' e e t ing/Poster Se s s i on (when Draf t released for p u b l i c comment April 01)
ATSDR Publ i c H e a l t h Assessment Summary and Q/A - 40 min
Poster Sta t i on s

A T S D R H e a l t h
Soil inge s t i on/ so i l pica
M a p s / D e m o g r a p h i c sA s / P b H e a l t h E f f e c t s
Public H e a l t h Intervention Pro j e c t
CDPHE Blood Lead



g. Community reps
h. EPA

II. Community Issue s (15 minutes??)
A. Would like to see Environmental J u s t i c e discussed at each m e e t i n g . . . h a s n ' t been

included la t e ly .
IE. EPA U p d a t e (1.5 hours)

B

Proje c t S c h e d u l e ( R I , F S , ROD, Proposed
1. OU -1 Projec t S c h e d u l e (RI, FS,
2. A n t i c i p a t e d release dates and co

Revised Risk Assessment
Outline of F e a s i b i l i t y Stu
Remedial I n v e s t i g a t i o n / F
Propos ed Plan - 3/1/2001
Pilot S t u d y - 4/1/2001
Record of Decision

3. "Public H e a l t h Alternal
like? (Discussion

S t a t u s reports

a.
b.
c.
d.
e.
f.

1.
2.

OU2-Smelter s it,
a. D e f i r
Pilot scale\
a.

), Propo s
snt p er i o j

S 4 / 2 C looi
j d y Report - 3 / 1 / 2 0 0 1

?, what might it look

December)
ssion in December

ine if there is a "f ingerprint" for site
yample s to laboratories

of the researchers to di scus s interpretat ion and
suits sometime in February (WG members welcome to

eport in Apri l 2001
owners have been no t i f i ed by O S C .

Expect to be f in i sh ed with moving dirt by mid-December at all 33
homes id en t i f i ed in Phase HI
L a n d s c a p i n g and other f ina l actions will occur in springs ig s tudy
Second study to evaluate lead

b. S u d d e n lab o p p o r t u n i t y that EPA decided to take advantage of


